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DATE: 18 AUG 2004 

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION @%7kE. 
IN THE MAlTER OF: A’/Q 

*9 2004 pDBc/c. 
AND ELECTRIC COMPANY, METRO HUMAN ) ) C O ~ M / ; i ,  
JOINT APPLICATION OF LOUISVILLE GAS 

NEEDS ALLIANCE, PEOPLE ORGANIZED AND ) 
WORKING FOR ENERGY REFORM AND 
KENTUCKY ASSOCIATION FOR COMMUNITY ) 
ACTION FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A ) 
HOME ENERGY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM ) 

) CASE 2004 - 00304 

RESPONSE OF ROBERT L. MADISON TO LG&E OBJECTION TO MY 
REQUEST FOR FULL INTERVENTION AND MOTION FOR THE 

ESTABLISHMENT OF A PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE DATED 12 AUG 2004 

THIS IS THE RESPONSE OF ROBERT L. MADISON TO THE LG8E OBJECTION 
TO MY FULL INTERVENTION REQUEST AND MOTION FOR THE 
ESTABLISHMENT OF A PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE DATED 12 AUG 2004. 

THE PXSHOULDOPEN UPACASETOlNVESTIGATETHELG&EHEA 

THEPSCSHOULDOPENUPACASEANDESTABLISHAPROCEDURAL 
SCHEDULE FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS : 

1. TO DETERMINE IF THE LEGAL CRITERIA OF 278.285 (1) (f) 8 (3) HAVE BEEN 
MET RELATED TO THE EXTENT TO WHICH CUSTOMER REPRESENTATIVES 
AND THE OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL HAVE BEEN INVOLVED IN 
DEVELOPING THE PLAN AND THE AMOUNT of SUPPORT FOR THE PLAN BY 
EACH PARTICIPANT. (SEE PSC CASE %01-3% ORDER DATED 27 DEC 2001, 
PAGE 25 FIRST BULLET ITEM) 

IN CASE 2001 -323, THE PSC DETERMINED THE LEGAL CRITERIA WERE NOT 
MET. 

IT APPEARS THAT THE JOINT APPLICANTS HAVE, ONCE AGAIN, USED A 
LIMITING AND SECRETIVE PROCEDURE WHERE ONLY LlMlTED GROUPS 
COULD PARTICIPATE IN THE PROCESS. ALSO THE ROLE OF THE AG IS NOT 
CLEAR. THE AG DID NOT SIGN THE JOINT APPLICATION. 

2. THERE HAS BEEN NO TESTIMONY FILED, NO OPPORTUNIN FOR DATA 
REQUESTS, ALTERNATIVE PROPOSALS OR IDEAS, NO SWORN TESTIMONY, 
NO DUE PROCESS AND PROCEDURE, NO OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC 
COMMENT AND NO OPPORTUNITY FOR OTHER CUSTOMER 








